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Based on interviews of French-speaking researchers, an 
attempt is made to determine some of the issues which may 
contribute to communication and collaboration problems in 
parapsychology. It is argued that these problems reflect 
broader issues than just language barriers. American 
parapsychologists are the most "successful" of parapsycho- 
logists, in terms of organ i 2at i on , recognition, funding, and 
social standing. Insofar as they are in a leadership 
position, they are largely responsible for defining the 
field’s subject matter and methods, as well as qualitative 
standards for exper i mentat i on , journal reports, and PA 
membership. The situation has contributed to the creation of 
hierarchical, rather than peer-like, relationships within 
the field, in which "Anglo-Saxon" parapsychology dominates, 
■^his ‘■-■nds t c alienate foreign researchers who disagree with 
some of the priorities or approaches of their American 
colleagues, and who do not wish to feel inferior to them. It 
is sj ggested that, if we truly wish to improve international 
commu r. i cat i on and collaboration, we must come to recognize 
the socio-economic, cultural and philosophical relativity of 
D I ’■ ni-jr approach, and thus be more open to divergences in 
style and philosophy within the field. 


^SSoL. 
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So i*;' this presentatior, I would like to analyze some of th^ 
conflicts which may underlie the communication barrier 
Toward this end, I compare the situations and mentalities 
two groups - American vs. French-speaking - in hope that 
1 clarify issues dividing broader groups in our 

field ( Anglo-Saxon" vs. "Latin", or "Northern" v.^ 

"Southern"). I must apologize, in advance, for the 

stereotyping and "flattening" of individual differences 
associated with this kind of work. In order to render mv 
communication manageable - ‘ • •• - 


relatively clear. 


global trends which inevitably caricaturize reality; I hope 
to be excused for the multiplicity of exceptions to the 
trends described. 

In order to gain some perspective on the French views, l 
exchanged with a number of researchers who are specifically 
familiar with American parapsychology. These exchanges were 
informal, two-way discussions, in which I first presented 
le theme of this symposium, and then asked individuals to 
present their opinions on two questions: what specific 

issues, if any, might exist between American <or 
Anglo-oaxon) and French <or Latin) parapsychologists, and 
w at factors or dynamics may underlie these issues. 

In all, I was able to exchange with 9 researchers: Pierre 

Janin, Remy Chauvin, Jean Dierkens, Michel Ange Amorim, 
ristine Hardy, Jean-Remi Deleage, Francois Favre, Yvonne 
uplessis, and Yves Lignon. Given space limitations, I must 
offer my own synthesis of what they have said, focusing upon 
a few global areas which, I believe, contribute most to the 
communication barrier. 


ooc i o-econom i c constraints upon research 

After a year or two in France, one cannot help but feel that 
French parapsychology is decades behind its counterpart in 

to refer 

to a field of parapsychology in this country. Recognition 
Of scientific parapsychology is very limited, and external 
support practically non-existent. Research efforts, 
involving a few isolated investigators dispersed over the 
country, are largely self-funded, personal affairs. Little 
distihc.ion IS made between a parapsychologist and psychics, 
clayyoyants or healers: the term " parapsychol ogue " can be 
used iberally by any "practician" whoLnts to a??ract 
c.i^nts, and the media further confuse issues by presenting 

"Uh an astro. ogar? 
T- Pi-edlctably, aciantlsta in various tield4 
tend to dismiss as unimaginable the possibility of serious 
parapsychological research. The situation is so bad, that 
.e rench scientific journal of parapsychology is called 
Recherche en Psychotron i que" - "psychtronics" 
I. een as less provocative a term than "parapsychology". 
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number of years, at the University o-f Toulouse; however, the 
laboratory’s existence has never been o-f-ficially approved 
-from the top, and the university’s president openly denies 
its legitimacy. The survival o-f this lab would appear to be 
a paranormal teat, but can perhaps be explained by Lignon’s 
extensive relations in the media and a tacit threat ot a 
scandal , should anything happen to him. 

What about less "tormal", privately funded ef-torts? Although 
tax-break measures have been instituted to encourage 
contributions to non-profit organisations, they are still 
not truly exploited; the French are not as advanced as the 
Americans in the fine tradition of donations and 
humanitarian foundations. Thus, research has been largely 
self-funded, and, invariably, short-term. Christian Moreau, 
who had been keenly interested in dream telepathy and psi in 
psychoanalysis, has long since abandoned parapsychology in 
favor of psychiatry. Pierre Janin, the inventor of the 
tychoscope, also left the field to pursue his clinical 
interests full time. Rene Peoch, who conducted a series of 
successful anpsi studies with Janin’s moving-RNG (the 
tychoscope), has been progressively forced to abandon the 
field, and return to his medical practice. Christine Hardy 
and I, having established a modest laboratory dedicated to 
cornputer-RN6 research, are feeling the financial pinch, and 
are wondering how long we can finance our research. Remy 
Chauvin has managed to get research done, over the years, 
but he remains quite isolated, and is now forced to act as 
his OVU 1 subject in >his experiments, due to his remoteness 
from major centers. 

Besides lacking opportunities for conducting research, 
either within the system or independently of it, French 
parapsychology also lacks cohesiveness; there is no single 
organization which well represents the field. The "Institute 
Metapsycb i que International" (IMI), once the well -funded and 
internationally recognized center of psychical research, is 
broke, and plays practically no role in the field today. 
GERP, an interdisciplinary reflection group which sustained 
lively interest in parapsychology throughout the seventies, 
had to fold. Its livelihood was too closely tied to a couple 
of indi\/i duals and thus could not be sustained once they 
decided to move on. 

Recently, a new effort toward organizing the field has been 
undertaken by Marc Michel, a co-worker of Yves Lignon. His 
"Organisation pour la Recherche en Psychotron i que" (ORP) is 
publishing a scientific parapsychological journal, and has 
organised a research congress and a number of work sessions. 
But while these activities are enhancing i nter -researcher- 
cooperation and exchange, they largely depend, once again, 
upon the good viill and work of a single individual; they are 
not sure to survive shifts in his life-situation. 
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The upper class and all the Rest 
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In response to this, I suggested that the basis tor European 
cooperation in parapsychology may already exist in the term 
ot the EuroPA. I proposed that the French coordinate their 
extorts with the members ot the EuroPA, and added that, 
insotar as participation in the EuroPA was restricted to PA 
members, this would be a good occasion tor several French 
researchers to join the PA. As members ot the PA, they could 
more ettectively elicit the cooperation ot other European 
parapsychologists, while at the same time establishing a 
more prominent French presence in the internationally 
recognized organization ot scientitic parapsychology. 

I proposed this during two ditterent work sessions, and both 
times the reactions ranged trom cool to hostile. The 
arguments against my suggestion were at no point clearly 
phrased or explicated. Rather, trom a number ot side 
comments and snide remarks, I gathered that these 
researchers simply had no desire to join the PA, to adhere 
to what they perceived as an American (rather than 
international) organization. Surprisingly, the most negative 
responses came not trom the clinicians or anthropologists, 
but trom those whose work tails most clearly within the 
Rhinean tradition ot experimental parapsychology. 

My initial interpretation ot all this was that I had 
stumbled upon a clear cut case ot territoriality. I, a 
toreigner (worse, an American) had invaded the territory ot 
French pa-' apsychol ogi sts, and, by suggesting that they join 
the PA and EuroPA, was challenging their claim to tame as 
leaders in European parapsychology. I still think this 
V nter pretat i on is partly valid. However, I have since had a 
rather personal taste ot what it’s 1 i ke to be i n the shoes 
ot a toreigner seeking to join the PA. This experience made 
me realize that some tacit criteria underlie the explicit PA 
admission policies, allowing tor discrimination against 
candidates who come trom another culture, and have published 
works outside the otticially sanctioned Anglo-Saxon 
journals. Insotar as admission to the PA is controlled by a 
committee largely representat i ve ot American parapsychology. 
It 15 easy to see how toreigners can come to the view that 
the PA is in tact an American, rather than international, 
organization. It is also quite understandable that they 
would react aggressively when asked to seek PA membership. 

hy should individuals who consider themselves prominent in 
their own country risk a humiliating rejection? 

Ot course, it is possible to detend the need tor strict 
criteria tor PA membership, as well as the more general need 
tor strong leadership (hence, " h i er arch i cal " relationships) 
within the tield. Given ditterences in recognition, in 
numbers, and in funding, it could be argued that American 
parapsychology is, de facto, the leader in the tield. Money 
translates into improved research conditions, better 
equipment, more talent, more extensive exchanges with other 
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political influence o-f the U.S. in post-war Europe. But 
alonq with other European civilizations, the French have 
i ncr eas i ng I '/ sought to distance themselves from complete 
loyalty to the U , S , , and reaffirm their distinct identity. 
This tendency has been reinforced by the ant i -conf ormi st and 
ant i -au t hor i t ar i an sentiments described above, since the 
U.S. has often been perceived as an over-dominating economic 
and military force. 

What does all this have to do with communication and 
cooperation problems in parapsychology? I think that a 
nurrtaer of our problems within the field may have little to 
do with parapsychology per se, and be strictly related to 
sucl'i cultural issues. The traits of our culture rub off on 
all of us, and, inevitably, affect the kinds of relation- 
ships I'lB sustain with those from Other cultures. 

Fo" example, the individualist and ant i -conf ormist traits of 
the French imply a desire to remain free, distinct, and 
unc 1 assi f i ab 1 e - and, hence, a resistance toward invitations 
to join groups and organizations. Such cultural traits may 
have been one of the main reasons why the French have had 
difficulty organizing parapsychology in their own country, 
Coupled with the slightly paranoid sentiments vis-a-vis 
American chauvinism (or imperialism), these traits probably 
induce considerable psychological blocks vis-a-vis organiza- 
tions such as the PA. But additionally, individualist and 
ant i -conf ormi St feelings could also lead to resistance 
toward methods, rules and standards “imported" from American 
parapsychology - especially when these seem out of sync with 
Latin values and traits. 

American parapsychologists spend much energy organizing the 
field, defining its subject matter and standardizing 
research methods and reporting styles. A good chunk of their 
time may also be spent on formal budget proposals, annual 
reports, or pub 1 i c -r e 1 at i ons activities (including, 
respnrding to irresponsible critics). All these activities 
move the field toward planned and systematic, rather than 
spontaneous or i mprov i sat i anal research programmes. It is a 
trend which is entirely justified, inasmuch as the goal is 
to render parapsychology more "professional", and thus more 
apt to be welcomed by the scientific establishment. But it 
IS a tfend which has its price, as wellj in other cultures, 
nesear chers may see little reason to orient themselves in 
the same direction. The contingencies and constraints are 
not the same for those who work in isolation, without budget 
proposals, annual reports, or Csicops axing the doors down. 
There ma/ therefore be little concern with standardization, 
replicability, or other marks of professionalism. The 
feeling might be that, when it comes to psi research, the 
top priGrifv is to creatively explore new directions - even 
at the risl; of committing errors or wandering down some 
blind paths. 
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iri't&rsctionis't lisiYi 3nd rnoni snn ■ Ms ivy j i"f not. nnost 
American parapsychologists are tacitly or explicitly 
committed to dualism. Even recent theories, inspired by 
quantum physics, retain a distinction between the observing 
consciousness and matter. By contrast, the French, who have 
been struggling to rid themselves o-f their cartesian 
heritage, are generally hostile toward dualistic concepts, 
and much more prone toward monistic worldviews - whether 
materialistic or idealistic in nature. Thus, in seeking to 
explain psi phenomena, they are more likely than Americans 
to use concepts o-Ften -found in the East or in Russian 
par apsycho 1 ogy (like “ b i o- f i e 1 ds ” or " b i op 1 asma" ) and to 
explore the possibility o-f detecting "psi -energies” . 

Inevitably, o-f course, the di-ftering worldviews lead to 
clashes. To many Europeans and Russians, dualism seems 
reactionary, like a le-ft-over -from the days o-f spiritualism. 
On the other hand, to most American parapsychologists, 
concepts like "psi energies”, and the work associated with 
these concepts, seem rather "marginal”. But the two views do 
not have equal opportunities o-f expression; while research 
consistent with the dualistic viewpoint receives much 
coverage, some -feel that the Americans are prone to ignore 
work which is more consistent with a monistic view. Yvonne 
Duplessis, -for example, complains that her work on dermo- 
optic perception did not receive the attention it deserved, 
even though it is conspicuously relevant to a substantial 
amount of psi research (i.e., clairvoyance tasks with sealed 
envelopes). When Carroll Mash sought to explore protocols 
analogous to her own, he concluded that his results pointed 
to something other than psi phenomena; the results were "too 
good” to be based upon psi. Perhaps this is true. But to 
those who assume that psi is a subtle physical energy, 
rather than a "pure” mental phenomenon, this attitude seems 
incomprehensible. It translates to abandoning a promising 
research lead, in favor of pre-established assumptions about 
the nature of psi; and it also implies the perpetuation of 
parapsychology’s isolation from "normal” science. 

Another issue which may act as a divisive force in the field 
is the very ancient and persistent confrontation between two 
ep isterno I og i al frameworks: empiricism and rationalism. The 
empiricist approximates truth by accumulating more and more 
data, relying upon these to diminish the " i nterf erence " of 
erroneous ideas and conceptions; his preoccupation with 
methodological purity and replication reflects this search 
for "hard facts". By contrast, the rationalist seeks to 
approximate truth by constructing increasingly compelling 
theoretical structures. His focus is upon formal systems or 
semantics, and he is preoccuppied far more with the 
coherence of thought than its correspondence with data. 

In the II. S., parapsychology is clearly rooted in the 
empiricist tradition, Rhinean methods have been inspired 
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variishing point. The climate in France, on the other hand, 
is likely to rein-force theoretical, phenomenological or 
-field work, and a courting a-fter risky “macro" e-f-fects - 
through studies with gi-fted subjects, clinical case studies, 
anthropological and ethological investigations, and so on. 

There is little doubt that the experimental approach is 
more likely to gain us -favors with hard-headed scienti-fic 
audiences, and an entry into establishment science} the 
earlier mentioned successes o-f American parapsychologists 
attest to this. However, the more adventurous approaches 
have their ov-jn appeal. It may be these which, in some wild 
chase over the landscape, will unveil the true -forms behind 
the walls of data, and satisfy our thirst for meaning. 


Cone 1 us i on 

We are all drawn to the ideas of communication and 
collaboration. Communication implies enrichment, expansion 
of knowledge, broadening of vision} collaboration suggests 
the warmth of shared creativity, and promises levels of 
achievement beyond the reach of isolated individuals. In our 
field, especially, plagued as it is by chronic funding 
oroblems and endless battles for recognition, communication 
and collaboration are necessities, not just luxuries. But 
neither communication nor- collaboration "just happen", 
automatically} they must be actively pursued and reinforced. 
This is especially true when geographical, linguistic, 
political, cultural, or philosophical factors obscure and 
obstruct sharing and interchange, 

I think it is clear, at this point, that differences in 
parapsychology are inevitable and that, at this stage in the 
development of the field, we cannot specify priorities, 
objectives and methods which are universally preferable over- 
other ones. Our criteria for "good science" reflect specific 
assumptions and v/alues, which in turn may be culturally 
bound, or the result of a particular historical tradition. 
Consequently, in reflecting upon how better to communicate, 
it is important we appreciate the relativity of our own 
per spec t i ’ve , and develops a tolerance for, and respect of, 
differences. Once we accept that all approaches probably 
ha\'e some strengths, and some weaknesses, we may begin to 
exchange more freely and make room for collaboration. After 
all, to work together, we don’t really need to speak the 
same language} we just need to understand what the other is 
s i nq . 
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